arXiv:1606.00201v1 [nucl-ex] 1 Jun 2016

Accepted version, 01.06.2016

Coulomb dissociation of^{20,21}N

Marko Röder,^{1, 2} Tatsuya Adachi,^3 Yulia Aksyutina,^4 Juan Alcantara,^5 Sebastian Altstadt,^6 Hector Alvarez-Pol,^5 Nicholas Ashwood,^7 Leyla Atar,^4 Thomas Aumann,^{8, 4} Vladimir Avdeichikov,^9 M. Barr,^7 Saul Beceiro,^5 Daniel Bemmerer,^1 Jose Benlliure,^5 Carlos Bertulani,^{10} Konstanze Boretzky,^4 Maria J. G. Borge,^{11} G. Burgunder,^{12} Manuel Caamaño,^5 Christoph Caesar,^4 Enrique Casarejos,^{13} Wilton Catford,^{14} Joakim Cederkäll,^9 S. Chakraborty,^{15} Marielle Chartier,^{16} Leonid Chulkov,^{17} Dolores Cortina-Gil,^5 Raquel Crespo,^{18} Ushasi Datta Pramanik,^{15} Paloma Diaz-Fernandez,^5 Iris Dillmann,^4 Zoltan Elekes,^{1, 19} Joachim Enders,^8 Olga Ershova,^6 A. Estrade,^{4, 20} F. Farinon,^4 Luis M. Fraile,^{21} Martin Freer,^7 M. Freudenberger,^8 Hans Fynbo,^{22} Daniel Galaviz,^{23, ∗} Hans Geissel,^4 Roman Gernhäuser,^{24} Kathrin Göbel,^6 Pavel Golubev,^9 Diego Gonzalez Diaz,^8 Julius Hagdahl,^{25} Tanja Heftrich,^6 Michael Heil,^4 Marcel Heine,^8 Andreas Heinz,^{25} Ana Henriques,^{23, ∗} Matthias Holl,^8 G. Ickert,^4 Alexander Ignatov,^8 Bo Jakobsson,^9 Håkan Johansson,^{25} Björn Jonson,^{25} Nasser Kalantar-Nayestanaki,^3 Rituparna Kanungo,^{26} Aleksandra Kelic-Heil,^4 Ronja Knöbel,^4 Thorsten Kröll,^8 Reiner Krücken,^{24} J. Kurcewicz,^4 Nikolaus Kurz,^4 Marc Labiche,^{27} Christoph Langer,^6 Tudi Le Bleis,^{24} Roy Lemmon,^{27} Olga Lepyoshkina,^{24} Simon Lindberg,^{25} Jorge Machado,^{23} Justyna Marganiec,^4 Magdalena Mostazo Caro,^5 Alina Movsesyan,^8 Mohammad Ali Najafi,^3 Thomas Nilsson,^{25} Chiara Nociforo,^4 Valerii Panin,^8 Stefanos Paschalis,^{8, †} Angel Perea,^{11} Marina Petri,^8 S. Pietri,^4 Ralf Plag,^{6, 4} A. Prochazka,^4 Md. Anisur Rahaman,^{15} Ganna Rastrepina,^6 Rene Reifarth,^6 Guillermo Ribeiro,^{11} M. Valentina Ricciardi,^4 Catherine Rigollet,^3 Karsten Riisager,^{22} Dominic Rossi,^4 Jose Sanchez del Rio Saez,^{11} Deniz Savran,^4 Heiko Scheit,^8 Haik Simon,^4 Olivier Sorlin,^{12} V. Stoica,^3 Branislav Streicher,^3 Jon Taylor,^{28} Olof Tengblad,^{11} Satoru Terashima,^{29} Ronja Thies,^{25} Yasuhiro Togano,^4 Ethan Uberseder,^{30} J. Van de Walle,^3 Paulo Velho,^{23, ∗} Vasily Volkov,^{17} Andreas Wagner,^1 Felix Wamers,^{8, 4} Helmut Weick,^4 Mario Weigand,^6 Carl Wheldon,^7 G. Wilson,^{14} Christine Wimmer,^6 J. S. Winfield,^4 Philip Woods,^{31} Dmitry Yakorev,^1 Mikhail Zhukov,^{25} Andreas Zilges,^{32} and Kai Zuber^2

(R3B Collaboration) 1Helmholtz-Zentrum Dresden-Rossendorf, Germany 2Technische Universität Dresden, Germany 3KVI-CART, University of Groningen, The Netherlands 4GSI Helmholtzzentrum für Schwerionenforschung Darmstadt, Germany 5University of Santiago de Compostela, Spain 6Goethe University Frankfurt, Germany 7School of Physics and Astronomy, University of Birmingham, United Kingdom 8Technische Universität Darmstadt, Germany 9Lund University, Sweden 10Texas A&M University-Commerce, USA 11IEM CSIC, Madrid, Spain 12GANIL, France 13Universidad de Vigo, Spain 14University of Surrey, United Kingdom 15SINP Kolkata, India 16University of Liverpool, United Kingdom 17NRC Kurchatov Institute Moscow, Russia 18Instituto Superior Tecnico, University of Lisbon, Lisboa, 1049-001 Lisboa, Portugal 19MTA Atomki, Debrecen, Hungary 20Saint Mary’s University, Halifax, Canada 21Universidad Complutense de Madrid, Spain 22University of Aarhus, Denmark 23Centro de Física Nuclear da Universidade de Lisboa, Lisbon, Portugal 24Technische Universität München, Germany 25Chalmers University of Technology, Sweden 26Saint Mary University, Canada 27STFC Daresbury Laboratory, United Kingdom 28University of Liverpool, United Kingdom 29Beihang University, China 30University of Notre Dame, USA 31University of Edinburgh, United Kingdom

32University of Cologne, Germany (Dated: May 13, 2018)

Abstract

Neutron-rich light nuclei and their reactions play an important role for the creation of chemical elements. Here, data from a Coulomb dissociation experiment on^{20,21} N are reported. Relativistic^{20,21} N ions impinged on a lead target and the Coulomb dissociation cross section was determined in a kinematically complete experiment. Using the detailed balance theorem, the 19N(n, γ)^{20}N and^{20}N(n, γ)^{21}N excitation functions and thermonuclear reaction rates have been determined. The^{19}N(n, γ)^{20}N rate is up to a factor of 5 higher at T < 1 GK with respect to previous theoretical calculations, leading to a 10 % decrease in the predicted fluorine abundance.

PACS numbers: 25.70.De, 26.30.Hj, 25.60.Tv, 29.38.Db

I. INTRODUCTION

The astrophysical r-process (rapid neutron capture process) is an important process for the synthesis of heavy elements [1]. The path of the r-process involves many neutron-rich nuclei. One possible astrophysical site for the r-process are supernovae with a neutrino-driven wind scenario [2] where the neutrino wind dissociates all previously formed nuclei into protons, neutrons and alpha-particles [3, 4]. Nuclear reaction network calculations have shown that also light neutron-rich nuclei have an important impact on the final elemental abundance of the r-process nucleosynthesis [3, 5]. As the half-lives of nuclei close to the neutron drip line are very short, no target material can be fabricated. Therefore, these nuclei have to be studied in beam, e.g. by exploiting the virtual gamma field of a lead target. The astrophysically important neutron capture reaction may, then, be studied by time inversion applying the principle of detailed balance [6].

In the S393 experiment at the LAND/R3B setup (Large Area Neutron Detector; Reactions with Relativistic Radioactive Beams) at GSI Darmstadt, Germany, many neutron-rich nuclei were provided in a cocktail beam. In this article, experimental results on the Coulomb dissociation cross sections of^{20}N and^{21}N are discussed. Data on neutron-rich boron, carbon, and oxygen isotopes from the S393 experiment have been presented elsewhere [7–10].

II. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

A primary^{40}Ar beam with 490 MeV/u kinetic energy is guided onto a 4 g/cm^2 thick Be target placed at the entrance of the FRS (FRagment Separator) [11] producing a large variety of secondary ions in a cocktail beam. Thereafter, the secondary ions pass a separation stage consisting of bending magnets and a fixed beam line. As their beam trajectory is fixed by the magnetic rigidity

∗ Present address: LIP-Lisboa, 1000-149 Lisboa, Portugal † Present address: Department of Physics, University of York,

YO10 5DD York, United Kingdom

Bρ, the secondary ions are separated with respect to their velocity according to their mass-to-charge ratio.

At the end of the FRS the secondary ions traverse a 3 mm thick plastic scintillator (called S8) at a distance of 55 m from the reaction target (mentioned later in detail). Additionally, the POS detector, a 1 mm thick plastic scintillator at the entrance of the LAND/R3B cave, is placed 1.45 m in front of the reaction target. Together, these detectors are used for time-of-flight measurements to identify the mass-to-charge ratio A/Z of the secondary ions.

Besides that, a PSP detector (Position-Sensitive silicon Pin diode), placed 105 cm upstream of the reaction target, is used to determine the charge of the secondary ions by an energy loss measurement dE/dx, which completes the identification of the particles impinging onto the LAND/R3B setup. After a rough selection of the ion of interest, a Gaussian fit is applied to A/Z and dE/dx separately for each nucleus under study (^{20}N and^{21}N). All events within 3σ of the Gaussian fit are selected for further analysis (Figure 1). Contamination due to detector resolutions and cuts are studied in section III F.

Furthermore, an active slit detector (called ROLU) consisting of four movable plastic scintillator sheets (5 mm thickness), defining an empty rectangular window in the center, is utilized to define the accepted beam spot size. Ions that do not traverse through the central window of ROLU but hit the active part of the detector are not recorded.

Moreover, four DSSSDs (Double Sided Silicon Strip Detector) [12] were placed in the beam line, two in front of and two behind the reaction target, to measure the track of the impinging particles and of the charged reaction products leaving the target. A valid signal in all four DSSSDs is required for further analysis (see section III A). Additional four DSSSDs placed in a box arround the target to enable the detection of low energetic charged particles are not used for the present analysis.

Reaction targets with an area of 3×3 cm^2 and a specific thickness d (d_{Pb} = (0.176 ± 0.004) mm, d_C = (5.08 ± 0.10) mm) are mounted in a remotely controllable target wheel. The lead target is used to study the Coulomb dissociation, while the data measured with the carbon target are used to subtract the nuclear contribution. Measurements with no target are used to quantify the background contribution of the material in the beam-

FIG. 1: Color online. Incoming particle identification for the FRS setting used in this work. The charge number Z is derived by energy loss measurements in the PSP and the A/Z ratio by time-of-flight measurements between S8 and POS (55 m distance). The red rectangles indicate a 3σ-cut for^{20}N (left) and^{21}N (right). For further details, see text.

line.

Around the reaction target, the Crystal Ball detector [13], consisting of 162 sodium iodine crystals arranged in a shell, is placed to detect γ rays stemming from the deexcitation of excited states of the outgoing ions. The proton detection capability of the Crystal Ball was not needed for the present analysis.

Downstream at 260 cm from the reaction target, AL- ADIN (A LArge DIpole magNet) deflects charged particles according to their magnetic rigidity. At an angle of 15^∘ from the nominal beam axis, two GFI detectors (Great FIbre detector) [14, 15] with an active area of 50×50 cm^2 measure the x-position of the outgoing particles in order to identify the mass of the outgoing charged fragment. The scintillating fibres with a cross section of 1×1 mm^2 are coupled to a position sensitive photomultiplier (PSPM) resulting in a spatial resolution of 1 mm. Finally, the charge, as well as the time-of-flight of the outgoing charged fragments are measured at the TFW (Time-of-Flight Wall), consisting of two crossing planes of plastic scintillator paddles with an active area of 189×147 cm^2.

The neutrons originating from Coulomb breakup reactions are unaffected by the magnetic field of ALADIN and impinge onto LAND (Large Area Neutron Detector) [16], a 2 m long, 2 m wide and 1 m thick device for detecting neutrons with kinetic energies between T_n = 100 and 1000 MeV, placed at a distance of 12.6 m from the reaction target. LAND consists of 10 crossing planes of 20 paddles each. Each paddle (10 cm thick) consists of consecutively 5 mm iron converter (to convert the neutrons into detectable charged particles) and 5 mm plastic scintillator sheets. Further details can be found elsewhere [16, 17].

A sketch of the LAND/R3B setup as it was used for the S393 experiment is shown in Figure 2. Although not needed for the present analysis, the proton detection capabilities are shown for completeness.

III. DATA ANALYSIS

In this section, the analysis of the recorded events is discussed. The identification of the incoming beam was already described in the previous section.

A. Selection of the Reaction Channel

After selecting the nuclei of interest during the incoming particle identification, we fix the charge number Z of the outgoing heavy reaction fragment for the specific reaction channel (Z = 7) by a cut on the energy loss in the TFW. Then the deflection of the fragments in the magnetic field depends only on their mass number A and their velocity.

In addition, the horizontal position measurement at the GFIs, used to identify the mass number of the fragment, is additionally correlated with the angle of emission and the interaction position at the target. In order to convert the horizontal position measurements of the charged fragments at the GFIs into mass numbers, a mass reconstruction algorithm using the trajectories and time-of-flight information is used.

A valid reaction event is defined for further analysis when each of the following conditions are fulfilled. Exactly one neutron is registered in LAND. Late neutron events, i.e. from scattered neutrons, are rejected by a cut on the neutron velocity v_n > 20 cm/ns as this reflects the velocity of the incoming ion. Exactly one outgoing^{19}N is detected in the fragment branch (both GFIs, and TFW). In order to ensure the tracking of the incoming and outgoing particle, at least one hit in both planes of each of the four in-beam DSSSDs is required for data analysis.

B. Study of Emitted γ Rays

Transitions of the impinging nucleus into an excited state of the outgoing nucleus are identified by measuring the gamma energy released during the deexcitation of the state. As the particles are strongly forward boosted (β20_N = 0.742 and β21_N = 0.726, where β is the velocity divided by the speed of light c), a correction for the Doppler shift is applied. Furthermore, the segmentation of the Crystal Ball makes it necessary to take care of

FIG. 2: Sketch (top view) of the detector setup at the LAND/R3B cave. Indicated are plastic scintillators (orange), the neutron flight path (blue line), the flight path of heavy ions (magenta line), and that of protons (red line). Distances of the detectors are to scale, while the thicknesses of the thin detectors are not to scale. See text for details.

FIG. 3: Color online. Doppler corrected gamma sum spectra for outgoing nuclei (red, solid line) after Coulomb breakup and a background estimation (blue, dashed line). Left panel for outgoing^{19}N and right panel for^{20}N. The black arrows indicate known excited states [18].

hits in several crystals by using an addback algorithm which works as follows. Single crystals with an energy E_{γ,crystal} > 0.3 MeV (to suppress background due to Bremsstrahlung) are grouped to clusters which are used to calculate the entire emitted gamma-energy during the reaction of one impinging particle.

In the left panel of Figure 3 (red, solid line) the summed gamma energy (sum of all clusters) for incoming^{20}N and outgoing^{19}N is shown. A clear peak at E_{γ,sum} = 1.15 MeV is visible corresponding to the first excited state of the outgoing^{19}N nuclei as previously measured by D. Sohler et al. [18]. The blue, dashed line indicates a background estimation by gating on unreacted outgoing^{20}N (otherwise equal cuts as discussed in section III A). This shows that the peak at 1.15 MeV is not caused by background events. Furthermore, there is a high-energy tail with count rates half as large as that of the signal peak. These might correspond to higher lying states of^{19}N. But due to the limited statistics and energy resolution, they cannot be unambiguously identified.

The gamma sum spectrum originating from deexcitations of^{20}N is shown in the right panel of Figure 3. A dominant peak is visible at E_{γ,sum} = 0.85 MeV, again corresponding to the first excited state [18]. Only a small additional structure arises at 1.3 MeV and no significant structures are detected at E_{γ,sum} ≥ 1.5 MeV. As D. Sohler et al. [18] reported several peaks in the close vicinity of 850 keV, and due to the limited energy resolution of our gamma spectra, the observed peak cannot unambigiously be used to gate on the first excited state. Therefore, a gate on transitions into the first plus the second excited state is given in the presented analysis.

C. Coulomb Dissociation Cross Section

After applying the cuts for selecting the reaction channel, the reaction probabilities are obtained by dividing the number of reaction events (see section III A) by the effective number of nuclei impinging onto the target. The latter value is derived by counting all outgoing nitrogen isotopes that are detected at the fragment arm, including the unreacted^{20}N (resp.^{21}N) ions. This automatically takes into account losses due to particles scattered out of the beamline, detector inefficiencies in the fragment arm, and applied cuts which together amount to 33 %.

The Coulomb dissociation cross section follows as

σ_{CD} = p^{react}_{Pb} F_{Pb} − p^{react}_C αF_C − p^{react}_{empty} (F_{Pb} − αF_C)(1)

with F_{target} =

M_{target} d_{target}N_A , where the indices Pb, C, and empty denote the specific targets (lead, carbon, and no target), p^{react}_{target} is the probability of the impinging particle to react with the target, M_{target} is the molar mass of the material of the target, d_{target} is the areal density of the target (measured by weighing), N_A is the Avogadro’s number, α is the nuclear scaling factor derived in the following paragraph.

The factor α is necessary to scale the nuclear contribution measured with the carbon target to the much larger lead nuclei. The black disk model is used to estimate

α20_N =

A^{1/3}_{20 N} + A^{1/3}_{Pb}

A^{1/3}_{20 N} + A^{1/3}_C

= 1.7 . (2)

As p^{react}_C < 0.1 p^{react}_{Pb} , the choice of α has only a limited influence on σ_{CD}.

D. Excitation Energy

The excitation energy E^∗ of the reaction is extracted by the invariant mass method via

E^∗ =c^2 √ m^2_{frag} + m^2_n + E_x − m_{proj}c^2 + E_{γ,sum} (3)

with E_x =2 · γ_{frag}γ_nm_{frag}m_n(1 − β_{frag}β_n cos θ_{frag,n}) ,

where m_{proj} is the rest mass of the incoming nucleus, m_{frag} is the rest mass of the outgoing heavy reaction fragment, m_n is the rest mass of the outgoing neutron, β_{frag} is the velocity of the outgoing heavy reaction fragment, β_n is the velocity of the outgoing neutron, γ_{frag} = (1 − β^2_{frag})^{−1/2}, γ_n = (1 − β^2_n)^{−1/2}, θ_{frag,n} is the angle between the outgoing heavy reaction fragment and the neutron, while E_{γ,sum} is the energy of all gamma quanta emitted during the reaction. Here, due to the high photo-peak efficiency (∼70%) of the crystal ball at the relatively low γ-ray energies (∼1 MeV), E_{γ,sum} is simply taken as the sum of the detected γ-ray energies. This approximation entails a slight downward shift of the excitation function for Coulomb dissociation into excited states of the product nucleus, which is not significant here, because those states contribute only negligibly to the reaction rate at the effective astrophysical temperatures, see below.

The mass of the incoming^{20}N (resp.^{21}N) and the outgoing^{19}N (resp.^{20}N) were taken from the AME2003 mass evaluation [19]. Differences to the updated mass evaluation AME2012 [20] amount to only 10 keV, much less than the experimental resolution.

An energy-dependent correction for the neutron detection efficiency must be applied to the Coulomb dissociation cross section. The total neutron efficiency of LAND is based on a simulation which includes the acceptance due to the kinematics of the specific reaction, the acceptance due to deactivated/broken paddles and the nominal energy-dependent neutron efficiency of the detector measured in an earlier experiment [17].

For kinetic energies in the center of mass of T^{c.m.}_n < 5 MeV, the neutrons are strongly forward boosted, so that all neutrons hit the active area of LAND. The efficiency drops dramatically for T^{c.m.}_n > 5 MeV as the transverse momentum component becomes more dominant and, thus, many neutrons miss the active area of LAND.

FIG. 4: Color online. One-neutron emission spectrum of^{20}N impinging onto a Pb target measured with LAND (red, dashed line) and corrected for the LAND efficiency (blue, solid line). The kinetic energy of the neutron T^{c.m.}_n is given in the center of mass frame.

The kinetic energy of the neutrons in the center of mass system for the^{20}N(γ, n)^{19}N reaction is depicted in Figure 4.

E. Differential Coulomb Dissociation Cross Section

The differential reaction cross section of^{20}N impinging onto the lead target as a function of the excitation energy E^∗ is extracted from the yield formula

dσ_{Pb} dE^∗ = E^∗+dE ∫ E^∗ dσ_{Pb}(Ẽ) dẼ dẼ 1 ΔE^∗ = N(^{19}N)(E^∗) N(^{20}N)η_{LAND}

F_{Pb} 1 ΔE^∗ , (4)

where N(^{19}N) is the number of outgoing^{19}N nuclei, N(^{20}N) is the number of incoming^{20}N nuclei, and η_{LAND} is the one-neutron detection efficiency of LAND.

The differential Coulomb dissociation cross section as a function of the excitation energy (Eq. 3), then, is given by dσ_{CD} dE^∗ = [ p_{Pb}(E^∗)F_{Pb}−

p_C(E^∗)αF_C−

p_{empty}(E^∗)F_{empty} ] 1 ΔE^∗ . (5)

The total differential Coulomb dissociation cross section (including transitions into the ground state and any excited state) as a function of the excitation energy for impinging^{20}N is depicted in Figure 5 (black line).

In order to separate transitions of^{20}N(γ^∗, n) into the first excited state of^{19}N at 1141 keV, a cut on 0.70 MeV < E_{γ,sum} < 1.40 MeV is performed. Furthermore, the resulting E^∗ spectrum is corrected for the photo peak efficiency of the Crystal Ball ϵ(E_{γ,sum} = 1.15 MeV) = 0.67 which is based on simulations taking into account the kinematic boost. The result is shown in Figure 5 (red line).

Transitions into the ground state of^{19}N are explored by subtracting transitions into any excited state (with a gate on E_{γ,sum} > 0.7 MeV) from the total excitation energy spectrum (compare Figure 5). Here, the excited state data are corrected for the total γ efficiency of 0.85, which is constant within 3% for E_{γ,sum} = 1-5 MeV.

The total differential Coulomb dissociation cross section as a function of the excitation energy for impinging 21N is shown in Figure 6 (black line). Transitions of 21N(γ^∗, n) into the first plus second excited state of^{20}N are deduced by gating on 0.40 MeV < E_{γ,sum} < 1.00 MeV and correcting for the photo peak efficiency of ϵ(E_{γ,sum} = 0.90 MeV).

In order to derive the transitions into the ground state of^{20}N (Fig. 6, magenta line), the E^∗ spectrum of the transitions of^{21}N(γ^∗, n) into any excited state of^{20}N with E_{γ,sum} > 0.40 MeV is corrected with the total γ efficiency and subtracted from the total reaction.

F. Error Budget

Systematic uncertainties from the identification of the incoming particles are derived by varying the cuts on A/Z and dE/dx of the incoming particle from 2σ to 3σ and calculating the difference. As these uncertainties are very small (3 %) in contrast to the statistical uncertainties, these will be neglected in the further analysis.

Moreover, the single neutron detection efficiency of LAND is known with an uncertainty of 6 %. The Crystal Ball efficiency is determined with an uncertainty of 6 %.

The uncertainty of the measurement of the areal density of the target amounts to 2 % and, thus, will be neglected in the further analysis.

The results of the Coulomb dissociation cross sections and the corresponding uncertainties are summarized in Table I.

TABLE I: Summary of the Coulomb dissociation cross sections of^{20}N and^{21}N integrated over E^∗ ∈ [0, 20] MeV for the total reaction, transitions into any excited state of the outgoing nucleus, transitions into the ground state of the outgoing nucleus, and transitions into the first excited state of the outgoing nucleus (only for^{20}N(γ^∗, n)^{19}N reaction). Only the statistical uncertainties are given here, as they are much larger than the systematic ones (see text for details).

σCD(^{20}N, total) = (90 ± 12^{stat} ) mb σCD(^{20}N, all excited states) = (76 ± 10^{stat} ) mb σCD(^{20}N, ground state) = (15 ± 16^{stat} ) mb σCD(^{20}N, 1st exc. state) = (36 ± 6^{stat} ) mb

σCD(^{21}N, total) = (75 ± 13^{stat} ) mb σCD(^{21}N, all excited states) = (44 ± 9^{stat} ) mb σCD(^{21}N, ground state) = (31 ± 16^{stat} ) mb σCD(^{21}N, 1st + 2nd exc. state) = (47 ± 8^{stat} ) mb

IV. RESULTS

Most of the Coulomb dissociating^{20}N nuclei populate excited states of^{19}N (Table I): 40 % of the total Coulomb dissociation cross section is caused by transitions into the first excited state of^{19}N at 1141 keV, 44% to higher excited states.. Only 17 % of the reactions are caused by transitions into the ground state which is compatible with zero within the statistical uncertainties.

The total excitation energy spectrum of the Coulomb dissociation of^{20}N is shown in Figure 5 (black line). While there are no entries for energies from 0 to 2 MeV, the spectrum notably increases at 2 MeV. The oneneutron separation threshold of^{20}N is S_{1n}(^{20}N) = 2.16 MeV.

Some structures appear at 5.5 MeV, 7.0 MeV, 9.0 MeV, 10.2 MeV and 11.5 MeV. For E^∗ > 17 MeV, the spectrum drops to values consistent with zero within the statistical errors as the number of virtual photons at 18 MeV drops to 15 % of that at 3 MeV.

Transitions of^{20}N into the first excited state of^{19}N at 1143 keV are depicted in Figure 5 (red line). Here, the spectrum rises significantly above zero for energies E^∗ = 3.5 MeV which reflects the sum of S_{1n}(^{20}N) and the energy of the first excited state. Some structure is visible for energies between 3.5 MeV and 14 MeV.

A summary of the cross sections for the Coulomb dissociation of^{21}N is presented in Table I. Here, 59 % of the Coulomb dissociating^{21}N transit into excited states of^{20}N (less than for the^{20}N(γ^∗, n)^{19}N reaction). 41 % of the reaction pass into the ground state of^{20}N (higher than for^{20}N(γ^∗, n)^{19}N).

The total energy-dependent Coulomb dissociation cross section of^{21}N is shown in Figure 6 (black line). The spectrum does not show any entry between 0 MeV and 4.5 MeV. The one-neutron separation threshold of^{21}N is S_{1n}(^{21}N) = 4.60 MeV. The spectrum rises significantly above zero at E^∗ = 5.25 MeV. Subsequently, there is a structure between 5 MeV and 14 MeV. Beyond 14 MeV the spectrum drops to values consistent with zero.

FIG. 5: Color online. Coulomb dissociation cross section of^{20}N as a function of the excitation energy for the total reaction (black line) and transitions into the first excited state of^{19}N at 1141 keV (red line). The error bars reflect statistical uncertainties only.

The energy-dependent Coulomb dissociation cross section of^{21}N, passing into the ground state of^{20}N, is depicted in Figure 6 (magenta line). The spectrum rises significantly above zero for energies between 5 MeV and 9 MeV with a plateau-like structure. No significant peaks can be identified due to the large statistical uncertainties.

FIG. 6: Color online. Coulomb dissociation cross section of^{21}N as a function of the excitation energy for the total reaction (black line) and transitions into the ground state of^{20}N (magenta line). The error bars reflect statistical uncertainties only. For the ground state transitions, the error bars were omitted for reasons of clarity as they are comparable to the ones of the total reaction.

V. PHOTO ABSORPTION AND NEUTRON CAPTURE CROSS SECTION

The differential photo absorption cross section is calculated via the virtual photon theorem [6] dσ_{CD} dE_γ = 1 E_γ n_{E1}(E_γ )σ^{photo}_{E1} . (6)

Here,^{dσCD}_{dEγ} is the differential Coulomb dissociation cross section as a function of the excitation energy (where E_γ ≡ E^∗), calculated as in the previous section, n_{E1}(E_γ ) is the number of virtual photons and σ^{photo}_{E1} is the photo absorption cross section for multipolarity E1 as a function of the excitation energy.

As the cross sections of higher multipolarities are found to be three orders of magnitude lower than for E1 [21], higher multipolarities are neglected.

Then, the photo absorption cross section is calculated from

σ_{γ,n} ≡ σ^{photo}_{E1} = dσ_{CD} dE^∗ 1 n_{E1}(E^∗)

E^∗ . (7)

The virtual photon spectrum for the E1 multipolarity is derived as described in detail in [6]

n_{E1}(E^∗) = 2 π Z^2_Te^2α ( c v )_2 (ξK_0(ξ)K_1(ξ) − L(ξ)) (8)

with L(ξ) = v^2ξ^2 2c^2 [ K^2_1 (ξ) − K^2_0 (ξ) ] ,

where K_i are the modified Bessel functions of the order i, α the fine-structure constant, and ξ the adiabaticity parameter which reads ξ = E^∗b/(h̄γβc) with b as the impact parameter.

Utilizing the fact that nuclear reactions are invariant under time reversal, the neutron capture cross section is determined via the theorem of detailed balance [6]

σ_{n,γ} =

2(2I_A + 1) (2I_B + 1)(2I_n + 1) k^2_γ k^2_{c.m.} σ_{γ,n} , (9)

where σ_{γ,n} is the photo absorption cross section (compare Eq. 7), k_γ = E^∗/(h̄c), k^2_{c.m.} = 2μ(E^∗ − Q)/h̄^2 with Q = S_{1n} + E_{γ,sum} and μ is the reduced mass of the system of the outgoing fragment plus neutron (e.g. for the system 19N+n, μ = (M19_N · M_n)/(M19_N + M_n)). I_{A,B} are the spins of the incoming and outgoing particle. With^{20}N as incoming nucleus, index A denotes^{20}N with I_A = 2 for the ground state, index B represents the outgoing 19N with I_B = 1/2 for the ground state and I_B = 3/2 for the first excited state, and index n indicates the neutron with I_n = 1/2. With^{21}N as incoming beam, I_A = 2 for the ground state, index B represents the outgoing^{20}N with I_B = 2 for the ground state and I_B = 3 for the first excited state.

Integrating over energies E_{cm} ∈ [0, 15] MeV (where E_{cm} = E^∗ − Q), the neutron capture cross section of the ground state of^{19}N amounts to σ_{n,γ} (^{19}N, g.s.) = (0.003 ± 0.010^{stat}) mb. As the statistical uncertainty is large, only an upper limit with 90 % confidence level is given σ_{n,γ} (^{19}N, g.s.) ≤ 0.016 mb. The neutron capture cross section of the first excited state of^{19}N amounts to σ_{n,γ} (^{19}N, 1st) = (0.0057 ± 0.0014^{stat}) mb. Similarly, the neutron capture cross section of the ground state of^{20}N amounts to σ_{n,γ} (^{20}N, g.s.) ≤ 0.0091 mb.

The first and the second excited state of^{20}N cannot be clearly separated due to the low resolution of our gamma spectra. For further analysis of the stellar reaction rate and its implementation into a reaction network we provide the neutron capture cross section of the first and second excited state of^{20}N σ_{n,γ} (^{20}N, 1st + 2nd) = (0.0041 ± 0.0010^{stat}) mb.

A summary of the derived photo absorption and neutron capture cross sections is given in Table II.

TABLE II: Photo absorption and neutron capture cross section of the nitrogen isotopes under study. The errors reflect statistical uncertainties only. Upper limits are given with 90 % confidence level.

σγ,n(^{20}N), total = (1.15 ± 0.27 ) mb ground state ≤ 0.62 mb 1st excited state = (0.51 ± 0.12 ) mb σγ,n(^{21}N), total = (0.93 ± 0.30 ) mb ground state ≤ 0.74 mb 1st + 2nd exc. state = (0.69 ± 0.16 ) mb

σn,γ (^{19}N), ground state ≤ 0.016 mb 1st excited state) = (0.0057 ± 0.0014 ) mb σn,γ (^{20}N), ground state ≤ 0.0091 mb 1st + 2nd exc. state) = (0.0041 ± 0.0010 ) mb

VI. ASTROPHYSICAL REACTION RATE

From the derived neutron capture cross section, the Maxwellian averaged reaction rate [22] is calculated

N_A⟨σv⟩ = N_A (8/π)^{1/2} μ^{1/2}(k_BT )^{3/2} ∞∫ 0 σ_{n,γ} E exp ( − E k_BT ) dE , (10) where N_A is the Avogadro’s number, μ the reduced mass of the system under study (e.g.^{19}N + n), k_B the Boltzmann constant, and T the temperature of the stellar environment (assumed to be in thermal equilibrium with the nuclei under study).

Due to the large, predominantly statistical uncertainty of the neutron capture cross section of the ground state of 19N and^{20}N, we applied a randomization technique. For each energy bin in the measured neutron capture histogram, a random Gaussian distribution is built where the bin content acts as mean value and the statistical uncertainty of the bin acts as sigma of the Gaussian distribution. Then, the randomly distributed neutron capture cross section is used to calculate the Maxwellian averaged reaction rate for each temperature (compare Eq. 10), forcing the Maxwellian averaged reaction rates to be positive definite. This procedure is repeated 1000 times, thus, for each temperature we generate 1000 times a Maxwellian averaged reaction rate. Then, the mean value of the resulting distribution is used as a value in the randomized Maxwellian averaged reaction rate as a function of temperature while the root mean square (rms) acts as statistical uncertainty.

In order to judge how much the excited states contribute to the total reaction rate, the population of the first excited state of^{19}N relative to the ground state is assumed to be [23]

P (E_R) = exp ( − E_R k_BT ) 2I_R + 1 2I_0 + 1

, (11) where E_R is the energy of the excited state, I_R the spin of the resonant state and I_0 the spin of the ground state.

In order to calculate the stellar reaction rate R, we combine the neutron capture reaction rate of the ground state R_0 and the neutron capture reaction rate of the first excited state R_1 with the population probability (Eq. 11) [24]:

R = g_0R_0 + g_1R_1 exp ( −^{E1}_{kB T} ) g_0 + g_1 exp ( −^{E1}_{kBT} ) (12)

with g_0 = 2I_0 + 1.

It should be noted that the dissociation cross sections were measured for nuclei in their ground state. Therefore, the cross section and reaction rate determined using the detailed balance theorem only constrain the contribution of the ground state. As a result, the contribution of low-energy first excited states, which are located at 843 and 1177 keV for^{20,21}N respectively [18], to the total (n,γ) reaction rate is not constrained by the present measurement. In previous studies, the inclusion of the capture to thermally populated excited states has led to significant enhancement of the total cross section [9].

Then, the^{19}N(n, γ)^{20}N reaction rates as a function of the temperature are compared with reaction rates included in reaction network codes which are mainly based on one theoretical work [25] considering just direct capture and giving a linear approximation N_A⟨σv⟩^{theory} = 1.54 · 10^3 · T .

In Figure 7, the stellar reaction rate (compare Eq. 12) of^{19}N(n, γ)^{20}N is plotted as a function of the temperature. The red, dotted line denotes contributions from the ground state of^{19}N (generated with the randomization technique) and the blue, dotted-dashed line denotes contributions from the first excited state of^{19}N while considering the population probability (compare eqs. 11 and 12). The black, solid line denotes the stellar reaction rate which is obtained by summing the ground-state and first excited-state contributions, while the black, dashed line denotes theoretical estimates [25]. It is clear that the excited state only plays a role for T > 3 GK.

At temperatures between 0.1 and 1.0 GK, our measured data exceed the theoretical ones by up to a factor of three before the ratio drops below one and finally levels out at 0.1 of the theoretical predictions.

In Figure 8, the stellar neutron capture reaction rate of 20N is shown in an analogous fashion to Figure 7. Again, we note that due to the limited resolution of the gamma spectra, we could not distinguish between the first and second excited state of^{20}N. From Equation 12, one can see that this causes no major problem for the computation of the stellar reaction rate. As the spins of the first and second excited states in^{20}N are equal [18], only the difference in energy contributes to an additional uncertainty. We estimate this additional uncertainty to be 2 % of the stellar reaction rate, much less than the statistical uncertainty of ≥ 10 %. For lower temperatures, the

FIG. 7: Color online. Stellar reaction rate for 19N(n, γ)^{20}N (black, solid line). The red, dotted line denotes contributions from the neutron capture of the ground state of^{19}N and the blue, dotted-dashed line denotes contributions from the neutron capture of the first excited state of^{19}N. The black, dashed line denotes a theoretical curve given by [25].

FIG. 8: Color online. Stellar reaction rate for 20N(n, γ)^{21}N (black, solid line). The red, dotted line denotes contributions from the neutron capture of the ground state of^{20}N and the blue, dotted-dashed line denotes contributions from the neutron capture of the first and second excited state of^{20}N.

contribution of the uncertainty due to the limited energy resolution is even lower, as the population probability decreases with decreasing temperature. No theoretical predictions were available for this reaction [25]. The references given by Terasawa et al. in 2001 [5] do not include this reaction rate. Therefore, we show the stellar reaction rate without any comparison.

In Figure 8, one can see that the stellar neutron capture reaction rate of^{20}N is of the same order of magnitude compared to the one of^{19}N. For temperatures T ≤0.8 GK, the stellar neutron capture reaction rate of 20N is lower than the one of^{19}N. At a temperature of 5.5 GK, the ratio of the stellar neutron capture reaction rates reaches its maximum where the rate of^{20}N is three times larger than the one of^{19}N. For higher temperatures, the ratio decreases to 2.5 at a temperature of 10 GK.

VII. NETWORK CALCULATIONS

In order to illustrate the impact of our measured reaction rates on the final elemental abundance of an rprocess calculation, we included our reaction rates in a reaction network code [26].

As basic input, we downloaded the reaction network from the JINA Reaclib Database [27]. As several reactions on neutron-rich light nuclei were not included, we included the reaction rates of 14B(n,γ)^{15}B,^{17}C(n,γ)^{18}C,^{18}C(n,γ)^{19}C,^{19}C(n,γ)^{20}C, and^{18}C(α,n)^{21}O from Sasaqui et al [3]. The remaining reaction rates in [3] were of references predating our reference network. In Ref. [3], Hauser-Feshbach models were used to obtain estimates on the reaction rates for light neutron-rich nuclei. As the network calculation presented here is not supposed to explain the entire rprocess nucleosynthesis, but only to give a rough impression of the impact of our measured reaction rates on the r-process, we omitted to derive new theoretical reaction rates.

Furthermore, we included the measured stellar reaction rate of^{20}N(n,γ)^{21}N (see previous section) and updated the rate of^{19}N(n,γ)^{20}N (referred to as “our network” in the following). For comparison we created a second network (referred to as “reference network”) which included the reaction rate of^{19}N(n,γ)^{20}N derived by Rauscher et al. [25] but included our rate of^{20}N(n,γ)^{21}N as no previous reference for the latter reaction was available in the literature.

In order to simulate an r-process environment, we used the following trajectory for the evolution of density in time consisting of an exponential decay, reflecting the expanding medium of the supernova, and an additional slower decaying term, reflecting the neutrino wind [28]

ρ(t) = ρ_0 exp(−t/τ_0) + ρ_1 (1 + t/τ_1)^2

, (13)

where ρ_0 = 1.7995 · 10^6 g/cm^3 is the initial density (at

FIG. 9: Color online. Final abundances as a function of the nucleon number derived from our network calculation with our measured reaction rates (red, solid line) and solar r-process abundance from reference (black symbols) [29]. For details, see text.

t = 0 s) of the exponential term, ρ_1 = 540 g/cm^3 is the constant density of the second term, τ_0 = 0.0051 s is the decay constant of the exponential term.

The temperature T is parameterized as

T (t) ∝ ρ(t)^{1/3} , (14)

with T (t = 0 s) = 9.0 GK. These input parameters were chosen to match Terasawa et al. [5]. The initial neutron to proton ratio was set to 65/35 (which corresponds to set 2 in table 4 of Sasaqui et al. [3]).

Then, the network was run to calculate the reaction flow until 10^6 s after the supernova exploded. In Figure 9, we extracted the abundance as a function of nucleon number at that time (red line) where the three main rprocess peaks are visible at A = 79, A = 130, and A = 195. For comparison we added the solar abundances of r-process elements as derived by Käppeler et al. 1989 [29] (black symbols) and rescaled our data to match the height of the peak at A = 195.

Our efforts on network calculations are not to understand the entire r-process in detail but to estimate the impact of our measured reaction rates on the r-process abundances. Therefore, we use the abundances derived with our network for comparison with abundances computed when using the reference network (see previous passage).

We find a decrease of 10 % for fluorine (A = 19), but the abundances of nuclei with higher mass are unaffected by our data.

FIG. 10: Color online. Reaction flow as a function of time (and temperature) during our network calculation for^{19}N(n,γ)^{20}N (black, dashed line) and^{20}N(n,γ)^{21}N (red, solid line). The temperature is plotted in blue, dotted.

In Figure 10, we show the reaction flow which is the contribution per nucleon per second to the abundance of one of the product species in the reaction. One can see that the reactions under study become important (e.g. with a reaction flow ≥ 10^{−5}) at times within t ∈ [0.025, 0.35] s which correspond to temperatures T ∈ [2.07, 0.60] GK. Thus, we measured the reaction rate exactly in the important temperature range. Corrections due to neutron capture of excited states of the target nucleus play no role in this temperature range (Figures 7 and 8).

In order to gauge the possible impact of an increase in the reaction rate due to neutron capture into excited states of the product nucleus, which is not constrained by the present data (see sec. VI), the network calculations have been repeated with tenfold increased (n,γ) reaction rates. The resulting fluorine abundance is 50% lower than in the reference case, and again no measurable impact is seen on any other nucleus.

VIII. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

Summary: We measured the Coulomb dissociation cross section of^{20,21}N and discriminated between transitions into the ground state and the first excited state of the outgoing nuclei. In the case of^{21}N, we could not separate the first from the second excited state due to the limited resolution of our gamma calorimeter. Therefore, we presented only transitions into any excited state of the outgoing^{20}N ions.

Furthermore, we calculated the photo absorption cross sections via the virtual photon theory and the neutron capture cross section by using the principle of detailed balance for each individual reaction, discriminating for the excitation level of the outgoing particle. In these cases, the ground state contributions had such a low statistical uncertainty that only an upper limit could be presented.

Moreover, the thermonuclear and the stellar reaction rates were computed even for ground state transitions due to the use of a Monte Carlo method. Additionally, the reaction rates were compared to theoretical predictions.

Finally, network calculations were performed to estimate the impact of our measured reaction rates on the possible r-process scenario of a supernova with a neutrino driven wind.

A decrease of 10 % in the fluorine (A = 19) abundance was found relative to the abundances when using the reference rates [25]. The abundances of nuclei with higher mass were unaffected.

Outlook: In the future, our measured reaction rates may be implemented in reaction networks which include even more light neutron-rich nuclei. Other possible r-process scenarios could be used to study the impact of these reaction rates on the final r-process elemental abundance in more detail.

A repetition of our measurements with more statistics could reduce the statistical uncertainties already in the excitation energy spectra and the photo absorption and neutron capture cross sections.

Additionally, the low resolution of our gamma spectra prevented the separation of the first from the second excited state of outgoing^{20}N. Thus, a repetition with a gamma spectrometer with higher granularity and intrinsic energy resolution would improve the separation on the one hand and the resolution of the excitation energy spectra on the other hand.

Both experimental improvements will be provided in the future FAIR (Facility for Antiproton and Ion Research) which is presently under construction at GSI in Darmstadt, Germany [30].

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work was supported in part by GSI (F&E, DR- ZUBE), BMBF (06DR134I, 05P09CRFN5), the Nuclear Astrophysics Virtual Institute (NAVI, HGF VH- VI-417), the Helmholtz Association Detector Technology and Systems Platform, Spanish Research funding agency under projects FPA2012-32443, FPA2013-41267-P, and FPA2013-47831-C2-1-P, the Swedish Research Council, BMBF(05P12RDFN8 and 05P15RDFN1), HIC for FAIR and the TU Darmstadt-GSI cooperation contract, the Portuguese FCT project PTDC/FIS/103902/2008, UK STFC under grants ST/E500651/1 and ST/F011989/1, U.S. NSF Grant No. 1415656, and U.S. DOE grant No. DE-FG02- 08ER41533.

[1] E. M. Burbidge, G. R. Burbidge, W. A. Fowler, and F. Hoyle, Reviews of Modern Physics 29, 547 (1957).

[2] K. Takahashi, J. Witti, and H.-T. Janka, Astronomy and Astrophysics 286, 857 (1994).

[3] T. Sasaqui, T. Kajino, G. J. Mathews, K. Otsuki, and T. Nakamura, The Astrophysical Journal 634, 1173 (2005).

[4] R. Reifarth, C. Lederer, and F. Käppeler, Journal of Physics G: Nuclear and Particle Physics 41, 053101 (2014).

[5] M. Terasawa, K. Sumiyoshi, T. Kajino, G. J. Mathews, and I. Tanihata, The Astrophysical Journal 562, 470 (2001).

[6] G. Baur, C. Bertulani, and H. Rebel, Nuclear Physics A 458, 188 (1986).

[7] S. G. Altstadt, T. Adachi, Y. Aksyutina, J. Alcantara, H. Alvarez-Pol, et al., Nuclear Data Sheets 120, 197 (2014).

[8] C. Caesar, J. Simonis, T. Adachi, Y. Aksyutina, J. Alcantara, et al. (R3B collaboration), Physical Review C 88, 034313 (2013).

[9] M. Heine, S. Typel, M.-R. Wu, T. Adachi, Y. Aksyutina, et al., ArXiv e-prints (2016), arXiv:1604.05832 [nucl-ex].

[10] R. Thies, A. Heinz, T. Adachi, Y. Aksyutina, J. Alcantara-Núñes, et al. (R3B Collaboration), Phys. Rev. C 93, 054601 (2016).

[11] H. Geissel, P. Armbruster, K. H. Behr, A. Brünle, K. Burkard, et al., Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research B 70, 286 (1992).

[12] J. Alcaraz, B. Alpat, G. Ambrosi, P. Azzarello, R. Battiston, et al., Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research Section A: Accelerators, Spectrometers, Detectors and Associated Equipment 593, 376 (2008).

[13] V. Metag, R. Fischer, W. Kühn, R. Mühlhans, R. Novotny, et al., Nuclear Physics A 409, 331 (1983).

[14] J. Cub, G. Stengel, A. Grünschloß, K. Boretzky, T. Aumann, et al., Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research Section A: Accelerators, Spectrometers, Detectors and Associated Equipment 402, 67 (1998).

[15] K. Mahata, H. Johansson, S. Paschalis, H. Simon, and T. Aumann, Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research Section A: Accelerators, Spectrometers, Detectors and Associated Equipment 608, 331 (2009).

[16] T. Blaich, T. Elze, H. Emling, H. Freiesleben, K. Grimm, et al., Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research Section A: Accelerators, Spectrometers, Detectors and Associated Equipment 314, 136 (1992).

[17] K. Boretzky, A. Grünschloß, S. Ilievski, P. Adrich, T. Aumann, et al. (LAND Collaboration), Physical Review C 68, 024317 (2003).

[18] D. Sohler, M. Stanoiu, Z. Dombrádi, F. Azaiez, B. A.

Brown, et al., Physical Review C 77, 044303 (2008).

[19] G. Audi, A. Wapstra, and C. Thibault, Nuclear Physics A 729, 337 (2003), the 2003 NUBASE and Atomic Mass Evaluations.

[20] M. Wang, G. Audi, A. Wapstra, F. Kondev, M. Mac- Cormick, et al., Chinese Physics C 36, 1603 (2012).

[21] S. Typel and G. Baur, Physical Review C 64, 024601 (2001).

[22] C. Angulo, M. Arnould, M. Rayet, P. Descouvemont, D. Baye, et al., Nuclear Physics A 656, 3 (1999).

[23] C. Rolfs and W. Rodney, Cauldrons in the Cosmos: Nuclear Astrophysics, Theoretical Astrophysics (University of Chicago Press, 1988).

[24] A. L. Sallaska, C. Iliadis, A. E. Champange, S. Goriely, S. Starrfield, et al., The Astrophysical Journal Supplement Series 207, 18 (2013).

[25] T. Rauscher, J. H. Applegate, J. J. Cowan, F.-K. Thielemann, and M. Wiescher, The Astrophysical Journal 429, 499 (1994).

[26] B. Meyer, in Nuclei in the Cosmos (NIC XII) (2012) p. 96.

[27] R. H. Cyburt, A. M. Amthor, R. Ferguson, Z. Meisel, K. Smith, et al., The Astrophysical Journal Supplement Series 189, 240 (2010).

[28] B. S. Meyer, Physical Review Letters 89, 231101 (2002). [29] F. Käppeler, H. Beer, and K. Wisshak, Reports on Progress in Physics 52, 945 (1989).

[30] R. Reifarth, S. Altstadt, K. Göbel, T. Heftrich, M. Heil, et al., J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 665, 012044 (2016).